Introduction
In our global quest for interdependence as well as coexistence and cooperation, there has been momentous growth in the corpus of international institutions in the past one century. A closer scrutiny of the institution building quest of sovereign states reveals a remarkable effort to attain balance between the idealistic notions of international cooperation and the practical constraints emanating from assertions of sovereignty as well as national interests of the states. It has kept pace with changing needs of the international community to regulate its affairs, especially through means of institutionalized forms of cooperation.
The proliferation of these human institutions has not been an easy one. It had several twists and turns as well as ran into problems from time to time since they cannot often be seen to be crossing the invisible demarcation line as regards vital national interests of the sovereign states. As such these institutions and the efforts at institution building, become products of complex processes1 as per prevailing circumstances at the time. In order to understand the process at work through intergovernmental efforts, one needs to examine the issues such as sovereignty, membership, legal personality, internal law, coordination, contribution of respective states as well as the decision making process that play a decisive role in the evolution of the institutions. Since the establishment of the United Nations, international institutions have provided useful forums for international cooperation on a variety of issues. The growth of functional international organizations (specialized agencies), functional commissions and regional commissions as well other programs within the UN system provide living testimony to the craving for institutionalization of international cooperation.
We notice the web of institutionalization has been slowly but steadily spreading in the last four decades in the field of international environmental law. Interestingly, the international law-making process in the environmental field is generally molded by international institutions, which act as catalysts, stimulators and sometimes even active participants in the process notwithstanding the fact that the final call is taken by the sovereign states. As a corollary, the environmental law-making process underlines a remarkable symbiosis between development of law as well as institution in the field. The growing corpus of multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs)2 has significantly contributed to the proliferation of international institutions. They cater to regulatory requirements under the relevant MEAs. As compared to these regime specific institutions, several specialized environmental institutions (IEIs) like the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP),3 the Global Environ ment Facility (GEF)4 and the Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD)5 -now replaced by the High-Level Political Forum on Sustainable Development (HLPF)6 -have come on the international scene.
The advent of MEAs and other IEIs (especially over a period of past four decades) show persistent growth in institutional actors -and clogging of the space -in the environmental field. There does not seem to be any coherent long-term strategy at work for the purpose under a single or unified institutional umbrella. It has, in turn, contributed in making the IEI scenario much more complex. Moreover, it does pose a significant challenge in addressing issues of institutional coordination, inter-linkages as well as synergy.
